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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 6 and 7, the term "the second filter coefficient" lacks proper antecedent 

basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not falling within one of the four 
statutory categories of invention. While the claims recite a series of steps or acts to be 
performed, a statutory "process" under 35 U.S.C. 101 must (1) be tied to another 
statutory category (such as a particular apparatus), or (2) transform underlying subject 
matter (such as an article or material) to a different state or thing ("[t]he Supreme Court 
has recognized only two instances in which such a method may qualify as a section 101 
process: when the process 'either [1] was tied to a particular apparatus or [2] operated 
to change materials to a 'different state or thing."" See PTO Supp. Br. 4 (quoting Flook, 
437 U.S. at 588 n.9). In Diehr, the Supreme Court confirmed that a process claim 
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reciting an algorithm could state statutory subject matter if it: (1) is tied to a machine or 
(2) creates or involves a composition of matter or manufacture. 12 450 U.S. at 184." In 
re Comiskey, 84 USPQ2d 1670 (Fed. Cir. 2007). The instant claims neither transform 
underlying subject matter nor positively tie to another statutory category that 
accomplishes the claimed method steps, and therefore do not qualify as a statutory 
process. In order for a process to be "tied" to another statutory category, the structure of 
another statutory category should be positively recited in a step or steps significant to 
the basic inventive concept, and NOT just in association with statements of intended 
use or purpose, insignificant pre or post solution activity, or implicitly. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1 and 6-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
the prior art admission as described in reference to Figures 1A-1C. 

Regarding claim 1 , Figures 1 A and 1C discloses an image conversion unit 
showing a coefficient determining means (106), and an adaptive filtering means (104). 
Applicant admits that the coefficient determining means 106 generates the filter 
coefficient of an input pixel based on the least means square value (LMS) of a set of 
surrounding pixels. In order to generate the LMS of the pixel, a control means is 
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required to manipulate the equations 3-7 as shown in page 7 of the specification. 
Therefore, the inherently included control means meets the control means as claimed. 

Regarding claim 6, the training derived LUT 109 meets the claimed LUT. 

Regarding claim 7, see applicant's admission on page 7, lines 5-10. 

Regarding claim 8, equation 2 as shown in page 6 limits the interpolated pixel 
within the minimum and maximum values of the input pixels based on the filter 
coefficients derived from the LMS values. This clearly meets the clipping unit as 
claimed. 

Regarding claims 9-1 1 , the prior art admission inherently includes input means 
and display means. 

Regarding claims 12 and 13, in addition of above, the conversion unit above is 
intended to implement by a computer software or computer hardware. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 2-5 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Campbell (5,019,904) shows a coefficient generator. 
Kondo et al. (6,323,905) shows an adaptive filter. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to M. Lee whose telephone number 571 -272-7349. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran, can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/M. Lee/ 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 



